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House of Representatives
The House met at 2 p.m. and was

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. PEASE).
f

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
March 15, 1999.

I hereby appoint the Honorable EDWARD A.
PEASE to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

f

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Rev. James David
Ford, D.D., offered the following pray-
er:

Let us pray using the words of David
C. Roberts: God of our fathers, whose
almighty hand leads forth in beauty all
the starry band of shining worlds in
splendor through the skies; our grate-
ful songs before Your throne arise.

Refresh Your people on their toil-
some way; lead us from night to never
ending day; fill all our lives with
heav’n-born love and grace until at last
we meet before Your face. Amen.
f

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.
f

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

f

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Lundregan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate had passed a
concurrent resolution of the following
title, in which the concurrence of the
House is requested:

S. Con. Res. 5. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing congressional opposition to the uni-
lateral declaration of a Palestinian state and
urging the President to assert clearly United
States opposition to such a unilateral dec-
laration of statehood.

f

OPPOSE H.R. 45, NUCLEAR WASTE
POLICY ACT OF 1999

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, the ques-
tion of the day is can this Nation af-
ford the cleanup cost of a nuclear
waste accident under H.R. 45, the Nu-
clear Waste Policy Act of 1999.

Well, a 1985 Department of Energy
contractor report concluded that a se-
vere accident involving a rail cask
would result in the release of radio-
active materials sufficient to contami-
nate a 42-square-mile area.

If it occurred in a rural area, the es-
timated cost of cleanup would range
from $176 million to $19.4 billion and
would require up to 460 days to com-
plete.

Cleanup after a similar accident in a
typical urban area would be consider-
ably more expensive and time consum-
ing, perhaps around $9.5 billion just to
raze and rebuild the most heavily con-
taminated single square mile.

Mr. Speaker, guess who picks up the
tab for these expensive and deadly ac-
cidents? That is right. It will be the

American taxpayer. Realize these fig-
ures cannot include the intangible cost
of human life or the disastrous effects
it could have on our children, our com-
munities, and our homes.

Before nuclear waste is shipped
through my colleagues’ districts, think
about the consequence, and oppose
H.R. 45. It is a bill we cannot afford to
live with.

f

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

f

REBECCA MASON’S PETITION FOR
CHRISTIAN VALUES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I have the honor of represent-
ing a very special part of North Caro-
lina. I represent the Third District,
which includes 18 counties in the east-
ern part of the State.

We have beautiful beaches, sprawling
farmland, a strong military presence,
and wonderful people who I am sure
any one of my colleagues would be
proud to represent.

As I travel throughout the District, I
am reminded that, despite whatever
problems may face our Nation, there
are communities that still cherish the
Judeo-Christian principles this great
Nation was founded upon, the same
values that make our Nation and our
citizens strong.

I am proud of each and every citizen
of eastern North Carolina, because the
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majority have a great respect and ad-
miration for the Bible and the Con-
stitution.

Because of this, I very rarely like to
single out any one person. However, I
am recognizing a very special 10-year-
old girl from Goldsboro, North Caro-
lina. Rebecca Mason and her family at-
tend Rosewood First Baptist Church in
Goldsboro.

One day Rebecca learned some fright-
ening statistics about the rate of crime
and violence in our Nation’s neighbor-
hoods. I am proud of Rebecca, not sim-
ply out of her concern for a problem,
but in our actions to address the prob-
lem.

Rebecca could not understand why
more adults of faith were not fighting
to combat these issues. So with the
support of her family and her church,
she developed a petition to alert us to
the same statistics that prompted her
to act. Her petition calls upon all
Americans to stand up for the morals
and values we learn from the Bible.

I could tell my colleagues about Re-
becca’s petition, but I think the words
of a child are often more powerful than
our own. Mr. Speaker, she wrote, ‘‘The
people of America are crying out for a
return to Christian values. Drug and
alcohol abuse are plaguing our Nation.
More people have died in alcohol-relat-
ed crashes than have died in all the
wars the United States has ever fought.
America is leading the way to teen
pregnancy, illiteracy and divorce.
Since 1973, over 30 million children
have been murdered in the name of
convenience. Teenage runaways are on
the rise, and America averages one
teenage suicide every 1 hour and 45
minutes. Suicide is the third leading
cause of death to those under the age
of 25.’’

‘‘With the restriction of prayer in
school, our Nation has gone on a down-
hill slide. The only way to put our Na-
tion on the right path is to turn toward
God. We, as Christian Americans,
would like to ensure the rights of our
children to pray freely in schools. We
would like to have increased regula-
tions on drug- and alcohol-related
crimes and the repeal of legal abor-
tions in America. It is time we all
make a stand for God and Christian
values. By signing this petition, you
will show your concern on these issues
to our local, State, and national lead-
ers.’’

Mr. Speaker, Rebecca’s petition re-
minds me of one of my favorite Bible
verses. It is from Isaiah, book 6, verse
8; and it reads, ‘‘Also I heard the voice
of the Lord, saying Whom shall I send,
and who will go for us? Then said I,
Here I am; send me.’’

Mr. Speaker, Rebecca is serving as a
messenger to remind my colleagues
and I that this country was founded on
Judeo-Christian principles.

I am proud of Rebecca and all the
young people like her who work to re-
mind us that, during difficult times, we
need to draw strength from our faith
and return to the values that make
America strong.

In his farewell address, George Wash-
ington said, ‘‘Of all the dispositions
and habits which lead to political pros-
perity, religion and morality are indis-
pensable supports.’’

Even at 10 years of age, Rebecca
Mason recognizes the importance of
faith and morality. She represents the
strength and character that promises a
bright future for our Nation. I am
thankful that Rebecca has allowed me
to be part of her efforts. That is why I
am here today to share with my col-
leagues what concerns our children
have about the future of our Nation.

Whether it begins with Federal,
State, or local leaders, the teachers in
our schools, or the families in our com-
munities, we must all take responsibil-
ity for the future and help our children
learn the importance of morality and
faith. But we need to act now. Our chil-
dren are asking for our help.

I hope that concerned people of faith
will join me in signing Rebecca’s peti-
tion for Christian values. It is time
that we show our children we care
about the future and we work together
to return to the values that strengthen
this Nation and its citizens.
f

DRUG PROBLEMS OF THE UNITED
STATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentlewoman from Ha-
waii (Mrs. MINK) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mrs. MINK of Hawaii. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the leadership for allowing me
time to address an issue which is very,
very important. The Nation has cer-
tainly understood the gravity of the
problem of drugs within our commu-
nities, within our States, and through-
out the whole country. It is a problem
that I certainly have recognized in my
years of service to this Congress as
well as in the local community.

But I think, like most citizens, I
have more or less assumed that this
was a problem that individuals like
ourselves could not deal with in any ef-
fective way, that we had to rely upon
our law enforcement agencies, our Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation, our DEA
agents, and the Justice Department,
and, in some instances, the State De-
partment to come to grips with this
very, very critical and persuasive prob-
lem.

Not until this year at the beginning
of the 106th Congress did I come face to
face with the reality that I did indeed,
as one Member of this Congress, have a
great responsibility for the develop-
ment of the policy and the course of ac-
tion and the emphasis and the direc-
tion that we would take with regard to
the drug problem within our United
States.

I left the 6-year term, left service of
the Committee on the Budget in the
House of Representatives and returned
back to my committee previously
known as the Committee on Govern-

ment Operations, now known as the
Committee on Government Reform,
and found myself being named the
ranking minority member of the Sub-
committee on Criminal Justice, Drug
Policy, and Human Resources.

Under that jurisdiction, it became
my responsibility not only to formu-
late human resource policies and direc-
tions and oversight, but to take a very
critical look with the rest of my sub-
committee on the overall problems of
drug usage within the United States.

First, an immediate responsibility
came in being invited to join the chair-
man of the subcommittee on an exten-
sive field trip through El Salvador,
Panama, Peru, Bolivia, and on through
Mexico in order to investigate the
whole problem of the trafficking of
these narcotic drugs into the United
States.

It was a very interesting field trip,
and I learned a great deal. I learned
where the drugs were coming from,
where they are being produced, how
they were entering into the traffic, by
sea and by air and over the land, and to
some extent what the individual coun-
tries were doing with respect to this
whole traffic issue.

Some countries I felt had done a
great deal. Peru, in fact, was probably
the outstanding example of where a
changeover in national leadership
made all the difference in the world in
terms of their being able to handle the
traffic that was flowing through their
country into the United States.

Colombia was another place that we
visited and met with the president of
that country and learned from them
the monumental steps that that coun-
try had taken. Of interest in Colombia
is, in fact, that several years ago, Co-
lombia had been decertified because
the leadership of the Congress felt that
their efforts to try to curb the traffic
and to do something about the offend-
ers and all of the drug lords was mini-
mal at least, and so the decision, under
the wishes of the Congress at that
time, was to decertify that country in
order to emphasize the fact that the
United States felt they could do more.

In fact, the consequence was that
that country did more and did a very
aggressive job in arresting and curbing
the traffic from Colombia to this coun-
try. So they have now come back into
a cooperative venture with the United
States in trying to help us deal with
the problem.

The issue, therefore, that the Con-
gress now faces is that every March 1,
the President of the United States
must make a recommendation to the
Congress as to whether all of the coun-
tries with whom we have relationships
should be certified in terms of their en-
actment, pursuit, administration, and
enforcement of a drug policy which
helps the United States to deal with
the traffic coming from that particular
country.

b 1415
The big debate this year, as has been

in the past, is whether Mexico should
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be decertified or not. And we visited
Mexico. We spent 3 days there discuss-
ing the matter with their leadership
and trying to understand what, in fact,
that nation was doing in terms of curb-
ing not only production and the har-
vesting and the growing of these var-
ious drug producing plants but also
what they were doing in the criminal
enforcement area in picking up these
narco-traffickers and putting them in
prison and enforcing their own na-
tional laws, irrespective of our laws,
which many of them had also violated
and for whom outstanding arrest war-
rants had been issued without any par-
ticular results.

So we are now back here in the Con-
gress and one of the major issues that
we have to decide and debate is what to
do about Mexico. And the question be-
fore the Congress is whether, in our
opinion, the country of Mexico has
done enough, has maintained a sub-
stantial pressure within all the crimi-
nal elements in their country that has
created this enormous traffic of drugs
flowing from Mexico to the United
States.

It is a very difficult issue because, as
we debate the issue of decertifying, we
are questioning their sovereignty, we
are in fact intervening in internal poli-
tics. But I think it is important to re-
member that this crisis situation with-
in the United States is something of
deep concern to the people of the
United States. And while it attempts,
it appears, to be invasive of another
country’s internal policies, what we
must come to grips with is that these
internal policies of our neighbors have
a very, very deep repercussion on our
own national well-being, the safety of
our children and our families and of
our own ability to deal with these
criminal activities within the United
States.

Having said that, I have come to the
conclusion that the steps that Mexico
has taken, the level of cooperation that
they have exhibited, their leadership
having been expressed in many ways,
including funding and including col-
laborative efforts with the United
States, indicated a deep, deep abiding
will to help themselves in their coun-
try of Mexico, as well as the United
States, to bring an end to this very,
very terrible miserable, criminal ele-
ment in their society.

They have some very profound prob-
lems of internal corruption, of a take-
over of major portions of their country,
and enormous instability in parts of
their nation that contribute to their
problem and exacerbate their difficul-
ties. But I believe very strongly that, if
we are to do anything about this sup-
ply coming in from Mexico, we need
the continued cooperation of the Mexi-
can government, and I believe that
they have cooperated.

The problem still exists and in some
ways perhaps they have become greater
in some areas. But I do feel the co-
operation, the will to help us, is there.
We just need to maintain the connec-
tion and keep insisting on progress.

Looking at this whole drug problem
within the United States, surveying it
from the traffic element, it has cer-
tainly brought to my focus the element
that it is not only the supply coming
into the United States which is of cri-
sis proportions, it is our own inability
within the United States to come to
grips with the criminal element which
is within our own cities, within our
own States, within our own borders.

We are told by high placed DEA offi-
cials that the connection between the
supply in Mexico and those who are
harvesting billions of dollars within
our cities, plaguing upon our families
and our children, are right in our midst
operating within our cities and within
our States. I feel, if we are going to
make an exhausting demand and in-
quiry as to what the Mexican govern-
ment is doing in their own country, it
is equally important that we make
that same sort of inquiry with respect
to our own law enforcement agencies
and to look to the people who are con-
trolling the purse strings here in the
Congress to make sure that the budg-
ets that we are providing our law en-
forcement agencies is adequate.

The problem is very, very grave in-
deed. We have something like 14,000
drug-induced deaths every year in
America, some half a million emer-
gency visits to our hospitals and clin-
ics, all derived from drug-related inci-
dents. This is a very major problem, af-
fecting at least one out of ten of our
American families who have someone
that we love dear to us involved in this
particular problem. It is a problem
that is not only disturbing but is some-
thing that we cannot ignore.

We have a report that is produced by
the Office of National Drug Control
Policy. There are volumes. I brought to
the floor with me today the Executive
Summary. This is the National Drug
Control Strategy for 1999. It is in your
libraries. I commend all of you inter-
ested in this issue to get a hold of the
report and try to understand the enor-
mity of the problem.

The major thrust of the National Of-
fice is to look to ways in which we can
reduce the demand. That means edu-
cation. That means working with the
young people. This means treatment
and all sorts of preventive measures,
and I think that those are very, very
important. And I know that there are
many, many agencies, local, state and
Federal, that are engaged in that ef-
fort.

The national budget is somewhere
around $17 billion to help us reduce the
demand. If we did not have a demand
within this country, no amount of traf-
ficking would make this issue into a
major problem. So they are right in
talking about reduction of demand. We
are right in talking about the necessity
of reducing these huge supplies coming
across our borders from other coun-
tries. Those two issues are important.

But equally important, as I see it, is
the ability of our local enforcement of-
ficers, together with our Federal au-

thorities, to make a much bigger effort
to arrest, locate through high-tech pur-
poses, or whatever, these individuals
who are trafficking these drugs in our
cities throughout America. And I do
not believe that enough effort is being
made.

I was recently visited by a student
from my district who said he reported
to a local police officer that on a cer-
tain corner in his community he was
sure that this individual was traffick-
ing in drugs and the police officer or no
one else has followed up on that. And I
believe that that situation is indicative
of fear, reluctance, inhibitions, intimi-
dations, or whatever that exist in our
societies that prevent us from being
tough on the law enforcement area.

Let’s take a look at the realities of
our drug problem within the United
States. Here is a chart that indicates
that Americans spend $57 billion on il-
legal drugs each year. It shows the
amount that is spent on cocaine, which
is the largest column on the right, and
a much smaller expenditure wasted on
heroin and a smaller amount on mari-
juana and others. This indicates the
monies going down the drain on an en-
tirely abusive, illegal, nonfunctioning,
harmful activity within the United
States.

We worry about where our resources
are going. Here is where a lot of the
monies are going, and we need to stop
this waste. Look at the loss of human
life. Drug-related deaths are increas-
ing. Every year, almost 10,000 drug-re-
lated deaths. This is not including all
of the nondirect what they call ‘‘other
related’’ deaths, waste of human life as
a result of drug consumption in our
communities.

Our jails are being filled with people
that have drug-related offenses. Some-
thing like 1.5 million total arrests ei-
ther in the possession, sale, or manu-
facturing of illegal drugs. We have
something like 1.8 million persons in
our prisons today and those represent
over a million in state prisons, at the
cost of something like $25 billion to our
States. We have about 100,000 in Fed-
eral prisons, at the cost of $3 billion,
and another half a million in our local
jails, at the cost of $11 billion. And
when you add up the prison expendi-
ture, it is almost $40 billion added to
what I already showed in the chart of
what is being spent on the purchase of
these drugs.

The rate of incarceration is the sec-
ond highest in the entire world per cap-
ita. Russia is the only other country
that surpasses us in the number of per-
sons that we have behind bars today.
And of the 1.8 million, this report ad-
vises that 1.5 million are related in
some way to a drug offense. Either
they were drug users or they were drug
offenders in particular.

So our prisons are bursting at their
seams. We are arresting people who are
using and selling these commodities on
our streets. But what I officially be-
lieve is that we have not gone after the
major traffickers in our cities, and this
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is what we need to pursue. The DEA
tells me that they know who these peo-
ple are, that in many cases they have
issued warrants for their arrests but
they have fled and they are not able to
be found. I believe that these individ-
uals’ names, pictures, identifications
should be posted all over America so
that everyone will know who these in-
dividuals are.

We talk about the Mexican traffick-
ers and these drug lords that are run-
ning the traffic in Mexico itself, but
the DEA tells us in their testimony be-
fore our committees that these people
in Mexico are linked up to the distribu-
tors who operate within our cities.

So while we are very outraged at the
fact that the warrants that we have
issued for the arrest of people that are
in Mexico have not ended up in their
conviction and brought to trial within
the United States because of various
technicalities on how to extradite, how
the appeal process is extremely slow, in
point of fact, there are tens of thou-
sands of these operatives linked up to
the gangs that exist in Mexico who now
operate within the United States.

So I believe what this should tell us,
what this should instruct us is a
stronger, much more determined com-
mitment on the part of the United
States to do something about these in-
dividuals that are already operating
within the United States.

This is a statistic that I have already
given you about the percentage of Fed-
eral prisoners who were sentenced be-
cause of drug offenses. There is no
doubt that the problem within the
United States is a major one insofar as
our prison population is concerned, and
that gives you an idea of the relation-
ship of criminal activity to a drug-
abuse situation.

The marijuana arrests within the
United States is also an interesting
statistic. In 1998, this report tells us
that 12 percent of the eighth graders in
all of our schools in this country were
users of marijuana. In the 10th grade it
rose to 21 percent. In the 12th grade it
rose to 25.6 percent.

b 1430

This is a very, very high proportion.
A lot of people wink or blink or just
look the other way when we talk about
marijuana on the assumption that it is
not a serious matter. It is an extremely
serious matter, because the studies
prove that there is a very high correla-
tion between marijuana use and serious
behavior problems in the schools, in-
cluding cutting class, low scores in
their academic studies, physical vio-
lence against teachers and their
schoolmates, and outright theft and de-
struction of property. So there is an
antisocial behavior problem with those
of our youngsters who are using mari-
juana at such early ages.

And so we have to worry about this
whole concept of marijuana use. Each
year about 60,000 of our youngsters in
our elementary and secondary schools
are arrested on varying degrees of

marijuana offenses. We have a very,
very disturbing problem there that is
affecting many thousands of our young
people and their families.

The report also tells us that overall,
throughout the whole country, there
are more than 4 million chronic users
of one or more of the drugs that I had
listed. This is a very, very serious prob-
lem. These are chronic users, 4 million.
About 14 million are current users.
They may not become chronic abusers,
but they are current users of one of
these various drugs. And so it is a di-
mension of a problem that cannot be
dismissed in terms of our social and po-
litical agenda.

The National Office has listed five
goals, as I said earlier: First to educate
our young people; second, to reduce
drug-related crimes; third, to reduce
the social-economic costs of illegal
drug use; fourth, to shield our fron-
tiers, to close the borders so that the
supply does not come forward; and,
fifth, to do something about our do-
mestic sources. This is an issue that I
think we can do something about.

Let us take marijuana as an example.
There are currently 11 million users of
marijuana. Much of the marijuana that
is being abused in this country is pro-
duced in this country. We cannot point
a finger at another country and say
they are the culprits, shut off their
supply, and this problem will go away.
It will not. Because a good deal of
marijuana is raised within this coun-
try. California, my own State of Ha-
waii, Kentucky, West Virginia, and
Tennessee are listed in this report as
major growing States of marijuana.
And while all attention is put on Mex-
ico because of the decertification prob-
lem, the report also cautions us that
another growing, major supplier of
marijuana is Canada. And so maybe we
should look to Canada, also, as a coun-
try that needs to have a drug policy
that we could examine.

Heroin has about 800,000 chronic
users. The purity of heroin is an issue,
because as it becomes more and more
pure, which is the phenomenon we are
experiencing now, it allows it to be
smoked or snorted rather than in-
jected. As a consequence, the use of it
is expanding rather than contracting.
The increases are quite significant. In
1996, there were an estimated 200,000
heroin chronic users. Today there are
325,000 users. And so the numbers are
increasing quite dramatically.

The other drug abuse in this country
which is causing great alarm because
of its highly addictive qualities is a
drug known as methamphetamine, or
in some cases with crystal
methamphetamines, it is referred to as
ice. Meth can be manufactured in a
bathtub. We refer to them as labora-
tories. But really they are not com-
plicated places where the drug is manu-
factured. It just could be in somebody’s
kitchen. A great deal of it is manufac-
tured within the United States. This is
a drug that is not dependent upon
being trafficked across the borders

from somewhere. It is being produced
and manufactured right within our own
communities, predominantly in the
West. It is highly toxic. So if you think
that this is a problem only with the
producers of meth and the consumers,
think again, because when this stuff is
put into the sewer and drains out of the
bathtub, it goes into the environment
and it is becoming a very, very serious,
toxic, dangerous, highly polluting com-
modity. Communities are becoming
quite alarmed because they have ways
to detect its disposal in our sewage sys-
tem. Meth is produced primarily in the
West, consumed primarily in the West,
and we have very, very large indica-
tions of its use. In one statistic that I
saw, 52 percent of all persons arrested
in San Jose were tested positive for
having used methamphetamines.

Here is an issue that we have to come
to grips with. The DEA seized over 4,140
methamphetamine laboratories in the
last 4 years. In this 1998 period, over
2,000 were seized and destroyed. These
meth operatives, people who go out and
sell it and dispose of it, have connec-
tions with the Mexican drug traders.
And so in that sense it is the same peo-
ple that are selling the cocaine and the
heroin and so forth are also dispersing
the methamphetamines. This is a new
aspect of a problem that is growing and
causing tremendous concern.

We have many, many other issues in
terms of our working relationship with
Mexico. We have various bilateral
agreements. It is indicative, to me at
least as an observer in our discussions
and in reading all the various mate-
rials that I have seen, that the leader-
ship of Mexico, President Zedillo and
others, his Attorney General and other
individuals that we spoke with, have a
very firm commitment and a will to do
something about it. It is as though one
could look at our own law enforcement
considerations within the United
States and ask the question, are we
doing enough? I would have to answer
no, I do not believe we are. That is the
same question we put to the Mexican
Government, are they doing enough,
and my answer there would be also, no,
I do not believe they are doing enough.
But I certainly do not believe that
Mexico should be decertified and cut
off from any potential agreements or
collaboration or cooperation or joint
efforts to try to do something about
the supply of these drugs coming
across the border.

This is certainly a very, very critical
problem. We have the opportunity to
debate it and discuss it. I am not sure
whether it will come up in a legislative
matter. There have been bills that have
been introduced calling for decertifica-
tion. I hope the Congress does not take
that step. But neither should the prob-
lem be dismissed as something that
simply comes up once a year and that
the country is asked to engage upon it
only once in 12 months. This is an issue
which is serious, it is pervasive, it is
destroying tens of thousands of lives
within the United States. It is making
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it impossible for young people to de-
velop as normal human beings because
their lives have been interjected and
contaminated and abused by drugs.

So I feel that while we are taking
this issue of the international respon-
sibilities that our neighbors have with
respect to this issue and the complicity
that their nonperformance or non-
cooperation may have to the exacer-
bation of our own problem within the
United States, we cannot any longer
dismiss our responsibility to make sure
that everything possible is being done.
We certainly have the experts, we cer-
tainly have the science, we have the
technology. We have all the means by
which to detect the movement of indi-
viduals, money, and the drugs.

So I would like to see a much more
heavily engaged, much more largely fi-
nanced operation of people within the
DEA and within the Justice Depart-
ment helping us to interdict these
criminals within our community. They
have a long list. They tell me thou-
sands of these traffickers have been ar-
rested. But so many of them have not
been brought to justice. So they are
out there still, lurking around our
communities, banking tens of billions
of dollars in investments and creating
this problem which we call money
laundering, because this money is ille-
gal, it is illicit, it was made from the
benefit of selling illegal products with-
in the United States. It has no business
moving into the normal legal com-
merce of this nation or of any nation.
And so we need to take greater steps to
interdict this money, find out where it
is, where it is being deposited, which
banks, and making sure that no bene-
fits, no profit, no advance, no mone-
tary benefits are derived from this ille-
gal traffic. That is another area which
I feel we need to engage the financial
interests of this country.

When you go to Mexico, immediately
the big American businesses will come
to you and say, ‘‘You can’t decertify
Mexico,’’ because billions of dollars of
our American interests are involved in
the trade between Mexico and the
United States. I certainly will agree to
that. There are huge connections of in-
volvement between American business
and Mexican business. But I call upon
the American businessmen here in this
country as well as in Mexico to join
forces with the United States in mak-
ing sure that every effort that they can
pursue to help us interdict and arrest
these individuals and bring them to
justice be done.

So I like to look upon this decerti-
fication process as an opportunity for
us to examine our policies, to make
sure that we are protecting our young
people, in the schools we are teaching
them about the tremendous hazards of
drug consumption and how addictive it
is and how they must stay away from
it. We must do everything we can to
prevent the adult population from en-
gaging in this kind of activity. We have
to arrest the people who are on the
street selling this stuff. We have to
also engage ourselves with the nearly 2
million people that are in our prisons,

to make sure that adequate treatment
is available to them so that when they
are released, and they all will be re-
leased eventually, can go back into so-
ciety completely rid of any habits they
might have had previously with regard
to drug usage.

So we have an enormous problem.
But the most important, it seems to
me, for our American communities is
to make our streets safe so that while
we are teaching our young people and
have all these treatment and preven-
tion programs in place, it is not an
easy thing to just walk to the street
corner and pick up a gram or two of
heroin or cocaine or buy marijuana or
whatever. It should not be something
which is that easy to do in our commu-
nities. I believe that law enforcement
agencies need our support, they need
our commitment to make sure that
these laws are abided by. They need
enough funds to make sure that enough
people are in their agencies to make it
possible for law enforcement activities
to take place. They need a lot of intel-
ligence. They need a lot of undercover
agents to ferret out where these activi-
ties are taking place.

So we in the Congress have a dual re-
sponsibility. We have to make sure
that adequate resources are being en-
gaged to combat this problem within
the United States, because demand is
an issue. And if we can get our hands
on an adequate control of the demand
that comes from the United States to
buy these terrible things, then, it
seems to me, we have an evenhanded
policy with other countries by insist-
ing that they shut off the supply as
well.

b 1445
Mr. Speaker, I shall pursue with

great vigor, and great enthusiasm and
a great deal of interest my new respon-
sibilities as the ranking member of
this subcommittee. I know that I have
a great deal more to learn about the
hazards of this problem, but I am cer-
tainly prepared to engage myself and
my staff on a full and complete exam-
ination of this issue.

Before I leave the special order this
afternoon, I wanted to indicate that
the President of the United States does
not stand alone on his recommendation
that Mexico ought to continue its
work, and that we ought to join forces
with them, and cooperate with them
and encourage them to fulfill their
commitment to us and to their own
people because their own people are
suffering just as tragically from what I
have described as our own internal
problem. The Mexican people are also
suffering.

So I have here a letter that was re-
cently sent to the President of the
United States, Mr. Clinton, signed by
the Governor of Texas, George W.
Bush, the Governor of Arizona, Jane
Dee Hull, and the Governor of New
Mexico, Gary E. Johnson, urging the
President on behalf of the States of Ar-
izona, New Mexico and Texas that they
convey their full support for the cer-
tification of Mexico as a responsible

ally in the international war against
drugs. The letter states we believe that
under President Zedillo’s leadership
Mexico’s commitment to and coopera-
tion in counter narcotics efforts has
definitely improved, and they support
full certification of Mexico. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask that this letter be incor-
porated at the end of my remarks.

Mr. Speaker, the Congress will be
pursuing this matter of certification,
our subcommittee will be pursuing the
overall national policies of drug con-
trol within the United States, and I
hope that the Congress and the people
of the United States can be engaged in
a fair and thorough examination of our
own internal domestic crisis and come
up with a determination and a will to
do much better than we are currently
doing.

STATE OF TEXAS,
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR,

February 22, 1999.
Hon. WILLIAM J. CLINTON,
President of the United States, The White

House, Washington, DC.
DEAR PRESIDENT CLINTON: On behalf of the

States of Arizona, New Mexico and Texas, we
are writing to urge your support for full cer-
tification of Mexico as a responsible ally in
the international war against drugs. We be-
lieve that under President Ernesto Zedillo’s
leadership, Mexico’s commitment to and co-
operation in counter-narcotics efforts has
definitely improved. For this reason, we sup-
port full certification of Mexico.

We maintain that the United States should
not undermine Mexico in its effort to control
the drug trade, but should demonstrate con-
fidence in Mexico’s ability to cooperate and
actively participate in a long-term counter-
narcotics strategy. Mexico has clearly dem-
onstrated a renewed commitment in the bat-
tle against drug trafficking by announcing a
$400 million increase in funding for anti-drug
operations and agreeing to improve cross-
border undercover operations. In addition,
Mexico’s new three-year plan targeting early
detection of drug flights and sea shipments
and an increased counter-narcotics role for
the Mexican Army should make a significant
impact in the number of seizures and arrests.

It is our belief that de-certification could
jeopardize existing and future anti-drug and
law enforcement efforts, ultimately impair-
ing the positive relationship between our
two nations. Moreover, as Governors of bor-
der states, whose economies are interdepend-
ent with Mexico, we support full certifi-
cation because potential economic sanctions
against Mexico and decreased development
aid resulting from de-certification would
have a direct negative impact to our states.

We have confidence in President Zedillo’s
efforts and commitment to a zero tolerance
policy for drugs. Mexico has been steadily on
its way back to economic recovery, and de-
certification would only hinder Mexico’s ef-
forts to implement political and economic
reforms.

We thank you in advance for your consid-
eration of our joint position and look for-
ward to working with you to ensure that our
congressional leaders support full certifi-
cation of Mexico as an ally in the war
against drugs.

Sincerely,
GEORGE W. BUSH,

Governor of Texas.
JANE DEE HULL,

Governor of Arizona.
GARY E. JOHNSON,

Governor of New Mex-
ico.
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ADJOURNMENT

Mrs. MINK of Hawaii. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 2 o’clock and 48 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, March 16, 1999, at 9:30 a.m., for
morning hour debates.
f

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1009. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—Pyriproxyfen;
Pesticide Tolerances for Emergency Exemp-
tions [OPP–300794; FRL–6062–4] (RIN: 2070–
AB78) received February 23, 1999, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

1010. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—Dicamba (3,6-
dichloro-o-anisic acid); Pesticide Tolerance,
Technical Correction [OPP–300767A; FRL–
6049–2] received February 26, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

1011. A letter from the Secretary of De-
fense, transmitting a report on the event-
based decision making for the F–22 aircraft
program; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

1012. A letter from the Legislative and Reg-
ulatory Activities Division, Comptroller of
the Currency, transmitting the Office’s final
rule—Risk-Based Capital Standards: Con-
struction Loans on Presold Residential Prop-
erties; Junior Liens on 1- to 4-Family Resi-
dential Properties; and Investments in Mu-
tual Funds; Leverage Capital Standards: Tier
1 Leverage Ratio [Docket No. 98–125] (RIN:
1550–AB11) received March 3, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Banking and Financial Services.

1013. A letter from the President and
Chairman, Export-Import Bank of the United
States, transmitting the Annual Report to
Congress on the operations of the Export-Im-
port Bank of the United States for Fiscal
Year 1998, pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 635(b)(3)(i);
to the Committee on Banking and Financial
Services.

1014. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
transmitting the Agency’s final rule—Final
Flood Elevation Determinations—received
February 22, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Banking
and Financial Services.

1015. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
transmitting the Agency’s final rule—
Changes in Flood Elevation Determination—
received February 22, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Banking and Financial Services.

1016. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
transmitting the Agency’s final rule—
Changes in Flood Elevation Determinations
[Docket No. FEMA–7272] received February
22, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Banking and Financial
Services.

1017. A letter from the Acting Assistant
General Counsel for Regulatory Law, Depart-
ment of Energy, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Accident Investigations—

received March 1, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Commerce.

1018. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—Approval and
Promulgation of Implementation Plans: Re-
visions to the Alabama Department of Envi-
ronmental Management (ADEM) Adminis-
trative Code for the Air Pollution Control
Program [AL–049–1–9907a; FRL 6236–1] re-
ceived February 23, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Commerce.

1019. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—Michigan: Final
Authorization of State Hazardous Waste
Management Program Revision [FRL–6236–2]
received February 23, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Commerce.

1020. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—Regulation of
Fuels and Fuel Additives: Extension of the
Reformulated Gasoline Program to the St.
Louis, Missouri Moderate Ozone Nonattain-
ment Area [FRL–6306–1] received February
26, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Commerce.

1021. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
notification concerning the Department of
the Air Force’s proposed Letter(s) of Offer
and Acceptance (LOA) to Bahrain for defense
articles and services (Transmittal No. 99–08),
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(b); to the Commit-
tee on International Relations.

1022. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Export Administration, Department of
Commerce, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Revisions and Clarifications to
the Export Administration Regulations;
Commerce Control List [Docket No.
981229330–8330–01] (RIN: 0694–AB77) received
March 8, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

1023. A letter from the Mayor of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, transmitting the Com-
prehensive Annual Financial Report of the
District of Columbia, pursuant to D.C. Code
section 47–117(d); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform.

1024. A letter from the Executive Director,
Committee For Purchase From People Who
Are Blind Or Severly Disabled, transmitting
the Committee’s final rule—Additions—re-
ceived February 22, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform.

1025. A letter from the Director, Federal
Emergency Management Agency, transmit-
ting the FY 2000 Annual Performance Plan
for the Federal Emergency Management
Agency; to the Committee on Government
Reform.

1026. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Housing Finance Board, transmitting the
semiannual report on the activities of the
Office of Inspector General, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) section 5(b); to
the Committee on Government Reform.

1027. A letter from the Administrator, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting
the Performance Plan of the General Serv-
ices Administration for fiscal years 1999 and
2000; to the Committee on Government Re-
form.

1028. A letter from the Inspector General,
National Science Foundation, transmitting
the semiannual report of the National
Science Foundation for the period March 1
1998 through September 31, 1998, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) section 5(b); to
the Committee on Government Reform.

1029. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
Administrator for Fisheries, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule—
Fisheries of the Northeastern United States;
American Lobster Fishery; Fishery Manage-
ment Plan (FMP) Amendments to Achieve
Regulatory Consistency on Permit Related
Provisions for Vessels Issued Limited Access
Federal Fishery Permits [Docket No.
981026267–9013–02; I.D. 100798B] (RIN: 0648–
AL36) received February 22, 1999, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Resources.

1030. A letter from the Director, Office of
Sustainable Fisheries, National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule—Fisheries of
the Exclusive Economic Zone Off Alaska;
Trawling in Steller Sea Lion Critical Habi-
tat in the Central Aleutian District of the
Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands [Docket No.
981222313–8320–02; I.D. 021299A] received Feb-
ruary 22, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources.

1031. A letter from the Director, National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—Taking of Marine Mammals Incidental
to Commercial Fishing Operations; Atlantic
Large Whale Take Reduction Plan Regula-
tions [Docket No. 970129015–9044–09; I.D.
031997C] (RIN: 0648–AI84) received March 3,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Resources.

1032. A letter from the Director, National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—Taking of Marine Mammals Incidental
to Commercial Fishing Operations; Pacific
Offshore Cetacean Take Reduction Plan Reg-
ulations; Technical Amendment [Docket No.
970129015–8123–06; I.D. 042798B] (RIN: 0648–
AI84) received March 3, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Re-
sources.

1033. A letter from the Director, National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—Final List of Fisheries for 1999; Update
of Regulations Authorizing Commercial
Fisheries Under the Marine Mammal Protec-
tion Act [Docket No. 980724195–9038–02; I.D.
070798F] (RIN: 0648–AK95) received March 3,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Resources.

1034. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
Administrator for Fisheries, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule—
Taking of Marine Mammals Incidental to
Commercial Fishing Operations; Harbor Por-
poise Take Reduction Plan Regulations
[Docket No. 970129015–8287–08; I.D. 042597B]
(RIN: 0648–AI84) received March 3, 1999, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Commit-
tee on Resources.

1035. A letter from the Director, Executive
Office for Immigration Review, Department
of Justice, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Rules of Practice and Procedure
for Administrative Hearings Before Adminis-
trative Law Judges in Cases Involving Alle-
gations of Unlawful Employment of Aliens,
Unfair Immigration-Related Employment
Practices, and Document Fraud [EOIR No.
116P; A.G. Order No. 2203–99] (RIN: 1125–AA17)
received February 26, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

1036. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Safety Zone: Storrow
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Drive Connector Bridge (Central Artery Tun-
nel Project), Charles River, Boston, MA
[CGD1–99–015] (RIN: 2115–AA97) received
March 8, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1037. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Airworthiness Directives;
Raytheon Aircraft Company 17, 18, 19, 23, 24,
33, 35, 36/A36, A36TC/B36TC, 45, 50, 55, 56, 58,
58TC, 60, 65, 70, 76, 77, 80, 88, and 95 Series
Airplanes [Docket No. 98–CE–61–AD; Amend-
ment 39–11061; AD 99–05–13] (RIN: 2120–AA64)
received March 8, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1038. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Airworthiness Directives;
Boeing Model 737–100, -200, -200C, -300, -400,
and -500 Series Airplanes [Docket No. 99–NM–
09–AD; Amendment 39–11063; AD 99–05–15]
(RIN: 2120–AA64) received March 8, 1999, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Commit-
tee on Transportation and Infrastructure.

1039. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Airworthiness Directives;
British Aerospace Model BAC 1–11 200 and 400
Series Airplanes [Docket No. 98–NM–27–AD;
Amendment 39–11059; AD 99–05–11] (RIN: 2120–
AA64) received March 8, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1040. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Airworthiness Directives;
Boeing Model 757 Series Airplanes [Docket
No. 96–NM–12–AD; Amendment 39–11058; AD
99–05–10] (RIN: 2120–AA64) received March 8,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1041. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Revision of Class E Air-
space; Pampa, TX [Airspace Docket No. 98–
AWS–57] received March 8, 1999, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1042. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Establishment of Class E
Airspace; Crockett, TX [Airspace Docket No.
99–ASW–03] received March 8, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1043. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Amendment to Class E
Airspace; Neosho, MO [Airspace Docket No.
99–ACE–11] received March 8, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1044. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Amendment to Class E
Airspace; Stockton, MO [Airspace Docket
No. 99–ACE–7] received March 8, 1999, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

1045. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Amendment to Class E
Airspace; Lebanon, MO [Airspace Docket No.
99–ACE–10] received March 8, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1046. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Amendment to Class E
Airspace; Liberal, KS [Airspace Docket No.
98–ACE–60] received March 8, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1047. A letter from the Attorney, Research
and Special Programs Administration, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Hazardous Ma-
terials: Authorization for the Continued
Manufacture of Certain MC 331 Cargo Tanks
[Docket No. RSPA–98–4943 (HM–225B)] (RIN:
2137–AD31) received March 2, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1048. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—Pharma-
ceutical Manufacturing Category Effluent
Limitations Guidelines, Pretreatment
Standards, and New Source Performance
Standards; Final Rule [FRL–6304] (RIN: 2040–
AA13) received February 26, 1999, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1049. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Maritime Commission, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Marine Terminal Op-
erator Schedules [Docket No. 98–27] received
February 25, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1050. A letter from the Chief Counsel, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting the
Department’s final rule—Regulations Gov-
erning Book-Entry Treasury Bonds, Notes
and Bills—received February 9, 1999, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

1051. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Determination of
Issue Price in the Case of Certain Debt In-
struments Issued for Property [Revenue Rul-
ing 99–11] received February 22, 1999, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

1052. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Last-in, first-out in-
ventories [Revenue Ruling 99–15] received
March 8, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

1053. A letter from the Secretary of Health
and Human Services, transmitting the steps
taken to ensure the confidentiality of the
SSANs submitted; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

1054. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Trade Commission, transmitting the eighty-
third Annual Report of the Federal Trade
Commission, pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 154(k);
jointly to the Committees on Commerce and
the Judiciary.

f

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. ARCHER: Committee on Ways and
Means. H.R. 975. A bill to provide for a reduc-
tion in the volume of steel imports, and to
establish a steel import notification and
monitoring program (adversely) (Rept. 106–
52). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced
and severally referred, as follows:

By Mr. COLLINS (for himself, Mr.
LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. NEAL of Massa-
chusetts, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mrs.
MINK of Hawaii, Mrs. THURMAN, Mr.
WYNN, and Mr. BOEHLERT):

H.R. 1108. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to encourage the produc-
tion and use of electric vehicles; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. ENGEL (for himself, Mr. NAD-
LER, Mr. OWENS, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr.
RUSH, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. WYNN, Mr.
WEINER, and Mrs. MCCARTHY of New
York):

H.R. 1109. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide for coverage
of outpatient prescription drugs under part B
of the Medicare Program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Commerce, and
in addition to the Committee on Ways and
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. POMBO:
H. Con. Res. 55. A concurrent resolution

congratulating His Excellency, General
Vasco Joaquim Rocha Vieira, Governor of
Macao, and the Macao government on the
Third Meeting of the Macanese people, the
‘‘Terceiro Encontro‘‘; to the Committee on
International Relations.

By Mr. GALLEGLY (for himself, Mr.
ACKERMAN, Mr. BALLENGER, Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Ms.
ROYBAL-ALLARD, and Mr. DAVIS of
Florida):

H. Res. 112. A resolution congratulating
the Government and the people of the Repub-
lic of El Salvador on successfully completing
free and democratic elections on March 7,
1999; to the Committee on International Re-
lations.

f

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS TO PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 40: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. UNDERWOOD,
Ms. WATERS, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi,
and Ms. KILPATRICK.

H.R. 125: Mr. UNDERWOOD and Ms. ROYBAL-
ALLARD.

H.R. 163: Mr. VENTO, Mr. MCCOLLUM, and
Ms. LOFGREN.

H.R. 316: Mr. MICA.
H.R. 325: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr.

CUMMINGS, Ms. WATERS and Mr. WU.
H.R. 329: Mr. LUTHER and Mr. SHERMAN.
H.R. 347: Mr. RYUN of Kansas.
H.R. 351: Mrs. WILSON and Mr. STENHOLM.
H.R. 424: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. CAMPBELL,

Mrs. CUBIN, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. MCGOVERN,
Mr. MARTINEZ, and Mr. RANGEL.

H.R. 448: Mrs. BIGGERT.
H.R. 632: Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. GOSS, Mr.

BALDACCI, Mr. SANDLIN, Mr. SHOWS, Mr. MAT-
SUI, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. BACHUS, Mr.
PAYNE, Mr. SHAW, Mr. MCINTOSH, Mr.
MCKEON, and Mr. LINDER.

H.R. 637: Mr. LEACH.
H.R. 701: Mr. PICKERING, Mr. LEWIS of Geor-

gia, Mr. FORD, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, and Mr.
PICKETT.

H.R. 716: Mr. KINGSTON and Mr. FORD.
H.R. 750: Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island, Mr.

BONIOR, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr.
SAXTON, and Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland.

H.R. 832: Mr. BONIOR.
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H.R. 886: Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. HINCHEY, and

Mr. MARKEY.
H.R. 894: Mr. BARR of Georgia.
H.R. 914: Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. MATSUI, Ms.

KILPATRICK, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. MCGOV-
ERN, Mr. ROTHMAN, and Mr. BROWN of Califor-
nia.

H.R. 975: Mr. SISISKY, Mr. FROST, Mr. LU-
THER, Ms. RIVERS, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr.
BOYD, Mr. BENTSEN, and Mr. SHUSTER.

H.R. 985: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr.
LOBIONDO, and Mr. HUTCHINSON.

H. Con. Res. 24: Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr.
MCINTYRE, Mr. CASTLE, Mr. PITTS, Mr.
EVANS, Mr. TURNER, Mr. BERRY, Mr.
BLAGOJEVICH, Mr. WAMP, Ms. SLAUGHTER,
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. SCAR-
BOROUGH, Mr. JENKINS, and Mr. CHAMBLISS.

H. Con. Res. 37: Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr.
DEUTSCH, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. MOORE, Mr.
SNYDER, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. WEXLER, and Mr.
SHOWS.

H. Res. 105: Mr. BROWN of California, Mr.
KLECZKA, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. PALLONE, Mr.

MARKEY, Mr. SNYDER, Mr. BERMAN, Mr. NEAL

of Massachusetts, Mr. FROST, Ms. PELOSI,
Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. FORBES,
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mrs. MINK of
Hawaii, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. GEJDENSON, Mrs.
THURMAN, Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY,
Mr. TRAFICANT, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mrs. CLAY-
TON, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. GOODLING, Ms. RIV-
ERS, Mr. POMBO, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. LAHOOD,
Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma, and Mr. ENGLISH.
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